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Nation~AdvisoryComcilonRe@onalMedical~gr-

Mtiutesof SeventeenthMeeting~/ ~/

August26-27,lg6g
—.

me Nat~onalAdvisoryCouncilonRegionalMe~cal Progrm convenedfor
itsseventeenthmeetingat 8:30a.m.,‘~esday,Au~st26, 1969,in
ConferenceRoom4,wilding31,Natioti~stitutesofHealth,
&thesda,-land. Dr.StanLeyW.Olson,Director,RegionalMedicd
Pro- *mice presidedforthe’A_istrator,HealthServicesand
Mntal HealthA-stration, whowasunabletobepresentforthe
meeting.

W @uncilmemberspresentwere:

Dr.MchaelJ. Brennan h.
~.BlandW. Cannon h.
Dr.~win L.Crosby(8/26otiy) Dr.
Dr.Anthony R. C&ri
Dr.BruceW. Everist
~. JohnR. Hogness
Mrs.florenceS.Mahoney

Thelitisonm~’erattetiing

Dr.
Dr.
Mr.

ClarkH.Millikan
-d D. Pellegrtio
~fied M. popm
RussellB.Roth
MackI.Shanholtz(8/27only)
~tis &een

Mrs.FlorenceR.Wyckoff
j

was:

h. SidneyFarber,NCI,(8/26ofiy)

A llstingof~ staffmembers,andothers,attendingisappended.

DoctorOlsoncalledtheme~ingto otierat 8:30a.m.

Proceedingsofmeetingsarerestrictedunlessclearedby theOfficeof
theAdministrator,HSMHA.Therestrictionrelatesto allmterial
subfittedfordiscussionatthemeetings,thesupplementalmaterial,
andallotherofficialdocmnts, includingtheagenda.

Fortherecofi,it isnotedthatEmbersabsentthemselvesfromthe’
meetingwhenthe@uncilisdiscussingapplications:(a)fromtheir
respectiveinstitutions,or (b)inwhicha conflictof interest-t
occur.Thisproceduredoesnot,ofcourse,applyto enblocactions--
ofiywhentheapplicationismder i~iviti discussion.
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DoctorOlsonmounced thateffectiveSeptember1,lg6g,~. John
R. HognesswillbecometheExecutiveVicePresidentoftheUniversity
ofWasMngtonin Seattle,Washington. .
CONS~~TION OF~ mINGDA~S

Thedatesof December16-17,lg6gandWrch 31-April1, 1970were
Confimed. Tentativelyschedtiedfor1970wereJdy 14-15and .
December8-g.

CONSDERATIONOF~mS OF~l~Y lg6gmnjG

TheCounciluna~usly recomndedapprovalofthemy 26-27,lg6g
meeting5s written.

~PORTON ~ STATUSOF~ ~IOti~ICWPROGm
SERVICElg70B~~

DoctorOlsonreviewedtheprogressof theAdministration’sFY 1970
budgetrequestwhichhadbeenreportedoutbytheAppropriations
Cotitteeof theHouseofRepresentativesonJuly24,lg6g.As it
nowstandstheBillincludes$76millionforRegionalWficalWogams
Service,a reductionof$24million.Ofthismomt $4g.5fillion
is~locatedforWP wants. Thisplusthe$20millioncarriedforw~
bydirectionofDHEWfmm FY ’69funds;Wing thetot~ munt available$)forgrantsh 1970appro~tely $2.5millionlessthanthetotal
munt amded inFY 16g.A copyoftheDivision’spublication,
News,Information;andkta, VOIW 3,No.25,August15,lg6g,which
describesthecircwtancesoftheHouseactionanditspotentialeffect
on the~ogramwasdistributedtotheCouncilandwasthebasisofthis
discussion.

.
Mctor Olsonfurther~omed theCouncilthattheHealthServicesti
~nt~ HealthAdministrationhaspreparedm appealontheHouseaction.
~s isnowbeingheldattheWpartmentlevelpendingconsiderationin
thelightof thePresidattsagreementtiththeCongressto limitFederal
spending.

TheCouncilurgedthestafftocontinueitseffortsto developa realistic
esttiteof theamountsof Ming neededforopttiumdevelopmentof
theRegionalMedicalPro- throughoutthenextandsubsequentfisc~
years.

A. Afterbrieflyreviewingthehistoryof thedevelopmentofthe
Heath Servicesand;tientalHealthA~nistrationsinceitsestablishment
justoveroneyearago,Dctor Olsonexplained~ctor Englishrs
determinationto etiisttheadviceandguidanceofpersonsbothinside

9 )
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andoutsidethe‘Administrationwhome especiallyinterestedand
involvedinthevariouscomponentprograms,beforesettlingon an
organizedstrate~forhisAdministration.

An importantstepinthisdevelop~ntwasthemeetingonAu~st
21and22atAirlieHouse,ofrepresentativesoftheHealthServices
andltientalHealthAtinistrationandRegionalfiledicalPro~ms. ~ng
some40personswhoattendedthisconferencewerefivemembersofthe
~tionalAdviso~CouncileachofwhomwasaskedbyDoctorOlsonto..,.—--
comentonthemeetingad theveryobviousbearingon thefuture
courseofRegiotiMedical~grams.

...‘..
m Summarizingtheproceedingsofthemeeting,Doctor~llikan
reportedonwhathe consideredthetwomst relevantitems:

‘lFirst,fmm a practicalsttipoint,inadditiontothe
establishmentofthenetworkmd tothethrustof its
ducationprogrm,eachRegiomlMedicalProgrmnow
hasa newopportunity.On theonehanditcaneasily
getintothebusinessofattemptingtoinfluencetheprovide~
consumerinter-relationshipsat a pr-y level,wherethe
peopleare;h secondly,itcangetinvolvedininfluencing
thehealthc~e distributionproblem.~omthe testimony
givenat themeeting,there‘area growingnmber ofex~les
whereRegio@ l~edicalProgramshavealreadyverysi~ficantly
@ successfullyenteredintoon-goingatte~tsto solve
particularor specificinter-rehtiomhipsanddistribution
problems.

‘Wcond,itwouldnowappearthatwe a~goingto haveto
thinkaboutc~ing RegionalJ!edical~o~ams totakeon
thosekindsofactivitiesina moreformalsense--along
withtheir~readyacceptedresponsibilities— ratherthan
havingitas a sortof obscuredopportunityto effectchange
whenandwhereitmightjusthappenasrelatedtotheirown
activities.Itwould~so appearthatif,indeed,we we to
do thiswemustbeginatthe~ptemberAirlieHouseConference
titha clearunderstandingof thismissionby ourconstituency,
includingallRegional.MedicdProgrmCootiinatorsand
Chatienof RegionalAdvisoryGroups,thestaffofRegional
Medicd Programs~rviceandHealthServicesandMentalHealth
Administration,Ifwe c= do so,wecanmve Region~Medical
~~ams intoanactiveroleinprovidingan @act onprimary~
careanddistributionofthatcare.n

Drs.Everist,~eri, Roth,andPellegrinoagreedwithhctor
~llikantss~y md eachpresentedsomeindividutireactionsto
theissues.bctor Olsondso s~ izedhisreactionsfromhisposition
asDirector,Regiotifiledic~ProgramsService.

“my tk andexperiencecandeterminewhetherane~hasis

Q@ onpr- careanddistributionofcareoughttobethemajor,,.,
focusofRegionalMedic~Pro~m. Wt, I am confidentthat
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concernisbeingvoiced@out thematterofprm care, ‘1
whetheronegoestothemual meetingoftheAssociation
ofAmericanMedicalColleges~ hearsa discussionabout
tk needforgreaterrelev=ceinmdic~ ducationto the
acutehealthneedsofthepeople,orwhetheronegoesto
theAmericanMedicdAssociationConventionandlistens
to theleadersof thatorganizationcomnt@ onthe
obligationof themedicalprofessionto tisurethateveryone
hasaccessto healthcare. Itseemstom thatRegioti
MedicalProgr~ nowhaveanopportunitytoarticulate
tithw~t appearstobea mre pressingproblemthanthose
relatingo~y to thecategoricaldiseases.I believeyou
al wotida-e thatinthef~ tiysis pr~y health
careismde up ofmy aspectsof cwe andcertaiflyheart
diseasescancer,andstrokeme notirrelevanttopr~y
care. ~t we cannotassm thata systemmd a capacity
etistseverywherewhen,in fact,.we knowtherearelarge
gapmeas thathaveno systemandverylittlecare. ~ese
deficienciesfrequentlytendto’excludeRegionalMedical
~ow~ fNmwor~W in~y areas.~ese deficiencies .
=e of -at concernto a broadse~entofourlayand
professionalcitizens.”

I

(Atranscriptofthecompletediscussionison fileintheOfficeof
theCouncilSecretq).

B. Dur@the discussionofthesetwovery@ortant issuesDoctor
Olsonreportedto theComcilona meeti~ ofthetopstaffofthe
HealthServicestid~knt~ HealthAdministrationwithhctor Ro@r
%ebem @ =co~ted someofDoctorEgeberglsexperienceswith
theCalifornia~~ aswellas hisacquaintancewiththeWogramon
a natio~ basis.DoctorCrosby@ DoctorCroon pointed-tithe
continuingneedfordevelopmentofworkingrelationshipsbetween
theRegionalMedical~gams md boththe (a)and(b)Agenciesfor
Co~rehemiveHealthPi_; particularlyinrecognizingtheir
respectiverolesinconsumerrepresentation,establishmentof stand~s
ad reguhtions,md relationshipsto environmentalaswellaspersoti
healthproblems.

Althoughheis ingeneralagreementwiththetiportmcemd app~Priateness
of thisnewroleforRegionalMedicalProwams,~ctor Hognesscautioned
theCouncilto continueto lookre~isticdlyattheprogrammd its
progresstodate. He seesanurgentneedfortheCouncilto give
cMsiderationto theRogramfspriorities,p=ticulwlyastheyaffect
@ areaffectedbytk applicationswhicharesubmittedforreview.
Onlyby cmefulselectionofprioritiesandtheirimplementationcan
RegionalIIedicalProgrm establish“arecordof effectiveness~ chq
healthcme patte~s.w

c. Amore specificprojectionof~ activitiesin fiscal1970was 3
presentedby ~ctor Olsonina briefintroductiontotheactivities
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9- oftheNationalGle=inghouseforNutritionandHealth.He introduced
,- Dr.M. Rechcigl,SpecialAssistantforNutrition,whoreviewedthe

currentactivitiesgroupedunderthisorganizationalheadingand
outltiedthenewdfiectionstobemdertakenh thisfisc~ yem.*

D. hctor ChadwickcalledtheattentionoftheCouncilto the
.-=. identicalSenatemd HouseBillsw~ch proposea ‘NationalKidney

DiseaseActof 1969.”~ reviewingtheprovisionsoftheBill,
the,Councilhasa~eed thatitspurposescouldbe carriedout

‘. wellunderthepr=sentRMPkgislation,particularlyinviewofthe....
legisbtiveMstorysupportingtheinclusionofkitieydisease
as a ‘relateddisease”forp~oses ofTitleIX. fiactuality,ofiythe
l~tation on availablefundshaspreventdtheRegionsfrommoving
fromthep~ andtraitingactivitiescurrentlyfundtitito
extensivepatientserviceprojects.Threemembersof Co~cil (Doctor
Roth,DoctorPellti~ino,and~ctor Popma)wereappointedasm
Ad HocSubcotitteetodrafla recomendationw~chtightbe——
presentedby theCounciltotheA~nistrator,HSW,in thisregwd.
ThisgrouprepotiedtotheCouncilontheseconddayofthemeeting
andthefollowingreco-ndationwasapprovedfortransmittalto
Doctor~lish.

l!~eNatio&lAdvisoryCouncilonRegio@ Medical~grm reco~ends

9

thattheimportantp~oses oftheproposed“NationalKidneyDisease
Actof 1969”canmst effectivelyti appropriatelybe achievedby

o
expandingthescopeoftheauthoritygrmtedbyTitleIXofthe‘,, PublicHealthServiceAct (~ucation,Research,~ting, and
honstrationsh theFieldsofHeartDisease,Cancer,Stroke,and
RelatedDiseases)to explicitlyincludeKidneyDisease,andby
atistering thatauthorityundertheRe@onalMedcalWograms
ServiceoftheHealthSemicesandMentalHealthAdministration.

me RegionalMedical~wm Service(representedbyan administrative
orgtizationatthenationallevel,md by the55establishedRegional
MedicalProgrm atthelocallevel)alreadyhasa demonstratedcapacity
to cary outthepurposesoftheproposedlegislation.Thiswouldallow
themdiate ~locationofallnewlyappropriated~ds to kidneydisease
orientedp-rig andoperation~projectsandwillavoidtherebythe
lossofvaluabletimead manpower,andappropriatedfunds.

1 TheNationalAdvisoryCouncilbelievestheabovecowse ofactionis
supportedbythefollowingfactors:

*

.

.

me ticlusionofkitieydiseaseas a ‘relateddisease”for
PurposesofTitle~, isclearlyestablishedinlegislative
history.

A,numberoftheestablishedRegionalMedical~o~ams have
atieadyinvestedsomeoftheirlimitedgrmt ~ds inplanning
forkidneydiseaseprogrm andinoperationalprojectsfor
trainingandcontinuingducationof healthprofessiotisin
thetechniqueofprevention,diagnosis,md treatmentof acute’
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* andctinickidneydisease.Thefiscalconstraints~osed %
;:\,,

on Regional~ledicdPro- Servicehavepreventedthe
=,

Councilfromrecomndingoperationalfundsfordemonstrations

nI.

*

o

ofpatientcm md forancillaryservicesbutthereisno
le~l restraintsto fundingsuchdemonstrations.

. Establishmentofa wgionalorganizationrequiredbythe
proposedlegislationfor‘education,training,md
demonstrations”inan individualdiseasefieldwouldcreate
a precedentwhich,if followedforotherdiseaseentities,
wouldserve~ther tofra~entratherthaconsolidate
andcoofiinatetheNationrslfitedmdicalprofessional
andtistitutionalresources.

TheCouncilencou~s theestablishmentofanAdvisoryPanelonYddneyand
Hdney RelatedDiseasestoreviewandevaluateapplicationsforactivities
inthisfieldandtoprovideprofessionaladvicetotheNationalAdvisory
Cowcilinthisree. It -her recomendsrepresentationbybothlay
md professionalpersonswithspecialinterestinkidneydiseasesonan
expandedNationalAdvisoryCouncilonRegional}~edicalProgrw.H

CANA SYS~flOFNATION~P~ORITES BE=~ ~
~IOW,~IC~PRmm?

~ openingthediscussion,DoctorHogne5ssuggestedthatpr~ry consideration
wouldhavetobe givennotonlytoidentificationofthebroadnationalgodf ~
forRegionalMedicalPro~ams,buttosomeconsensusmng nationalexperts )

asto thebestwaysofaccomplishingthegoals.ThiswouldenabletheCouncil
to assignthehighestprioritiestotheactivitieswithinfidividu~Regional
MedicalProgramswhichmovePm~ms alongthoselines.Grantapplications
wouldthenbe consideredtoreflectentireRWS md judgmentsonthembased
on thefhholePro~amfsabilityto (1)affectthesystemofpatientcare,
(2)~~ve therenderingofprimarycare,(3)be concernedwithprevention
ofdisease,(4)contributetothecontinuingeducationofexistingmpower
andthetrti g ofnewmanpower,etc.~

mere wasagreementmng theme~ersoftheCouncilthatanyprioritysystem
designedforRegio@ lledicalProgrw shouldhaveitspr- emphasison
methodsratherthanaims;whichme ‘easilystatedandrhetoricalandin
thelastanalysiscomn toalleffortsinmdicd care--thealleti-ation
of theeffectsofdisease.

Councilalsorecognizedthatinbeginningto looktoprioritiesbasedon
thesuggestionsofDoctorHo~essmd others,itwouldbenecessary
-diately forthemtorecognizetheseprioritiesintheirreviewandanalysis
andfinalrecommendationon thefundingof Region~}ledicalProgramgrants.
Wo-ss inprioritydevelopmentwouldthenneedtobe sharedwiththe
ReviewCommittee,sitevisitors,panelmembers,md otherconsultantswho
participateinthereviewprocess;andthe~idelinesmadeknowntothestaffs
andRegionalAdvisoryGroupsofthe55RegionalMedic~Prowm. .

Mctor Olson’calledtheattentionoftheCounciltotherelationshipofthe3
nro~osedanniversaryassessmentconce~ttothiskindof~rioritvsettingand
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alsoreferredto theRegional“pmfilesf’
staffas basicdoc’wntationof regional
reviewof newandrenewalapplications.

whichm beingpreparedby
statusandas backgroundfor

T~TIPRRFmO SEFHCESGR~ (SKTION910)- A Reportof
theSubcommitteeto ConsiderImplementation

DoctorHognesswhoservedas Chairmanof thisSubcotitteereported
itsrecommendationsin twoparts. Thefirstof theseconcernsthe
fundingof the!tiltipro- grantauthorityinrelationto thefunding’
of the55Region~1~edicalPro~m andtherelativeprioritiesmong
thekindsof activitieseligibleUnderthisauthority.Thesecondp=
of therecommendationrelatesdirectlyto thesupportof oneor both
of twoproposalssubmittedfortheclinic~fieldtestingof thedrug
Clofibrate,

TneCouncilvoted~usly to endorsethemcomendationsof this
Subcotittee,whichmetat 8:30a.m.onJuly12,1969,in theBo@ Room
Of theClinicalCenterat the]jatio~lfistitutesof Heath withal
appointedmemberspresent:

b. JohnR. Hogness,Chaim
E. ClarkH. ~llikan
.Ws.FlorenceR. Wyckoff
~. WilliamD.~yer, ~flember,Regio~l!IedicdPro~amsReviewCotittee
h. WilliamStonemanIII,Cootiinator,Bi-StateRW
~. TheodoreCooper,Director,NationalHe- hstitute

I. ProjectGrantsfor;JultiprogramServices

A. Grantawardsundertheauthorityof Section910of TitleIX
of thePublicHeath ServiceAct,mustbemadeexclusivelyfor
acti~ltieswhichwe supportiveof therealsandobjectives
of

.

.

Regio@ !~edicd~~ams.
v

It isnotonlyappropriatebutdesirablethatthis
mechanismbe usedforsupportof activitiesof inte~st
andserviceto allof theRegionalPIedicalProgramsin
theNation,as wellas activitiesof interestto any
twoormoregeographicallyrelatedRegional~kdicalProgrm.

Underthecircumstancesof thepresentlegislative
authorityandthecurrentbudget~ limitation,suppoti’
of activitiesinthe55RegionalIfledicalPro- must
be giventhefirstpriority.TO the extent t&t~~ti-
progrm Servicescanbe fund~ it is importantto reco~ze
ad considerthemintwomjor categories,dependingon
thesourceof theinitiativefortheirdevelopmentand
submission:

1. Projectsarisingtim theinitiativeof,anddesi~ed
to serve,twoor mre RegionalMedical~ogramsmustbe

.. . . . .

. —.. ...-...-—— =.-.—---- - ...i,.:..,.=—,-- —--,-——
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Clemlyands~ly directedtowardproducing
tiovationsh cooperativearrangementsh ad Q
mng theRegionsinvolved;

OfMgh prioritytotheRegionstivolved,and
approvedas suchbyeachRegiom AdvisoryGroup.
(~s mechanismmy notbeusedto cticwent
theretiewproced~esof tidividualRegions);and

Showthatthepro~~ oftheRegionstivolved
arebettersefiedbya l~ltipro~~Servicethan
theywouldbeby a singleRegiotiapproachto
theproject.~jects willnotbe consideredfor
fidm ~der thismecmsm iftheyhavebeen
rejectedpreviously,onthebasisofscientific
merit,asapart ofa si~e Re@on~ M~icd
Wo= application.

2.

0

~ng theprojectswisingfromtheinitiativeofa single
agencymd plannedto servetheinterestofRegional
~~dical~~~ nationally,primarye~hasis,at leastfor
thepresent,shouldbeplacedonprojectsintwogeneral
cate~ries;

Topprioritybeinggivento supportofinstitutio~
md organizationswhichprovidetraining indisciplties
of specialimportanceinthedevelopmentof~ 3

,+

professionalstaffcompetence;and

Secondprioritytothesupportof servicesand
resourcesto beprovidedinoneormre central
locationswhichwill~her thegeneralgoalsof
Re@oti Medical~ogrw nationally;eachapplication
pmvi~ a clearidentificationanddocumentation
oftheneedforthesemicebytheseveralRegion~
Medical~~~.

. Reviewofapplicatiomfor~hltipro=~semicesgrantsshould
followessentiallytheS- processas currentlyemployedfor
Re@o@ applications.Applicmtsshouldbeadvisedtobe in
co-cations withstaff-ofRegioti!Jedical~ogrm Service
duringthepreparation~ddevelopmentoftheproject,Applications
shouldbe screenedby stafffortheneedforcollaterareviewby
subjectmatterexpertsincluding,in someinstances,thestaff
andconsult~trepresentativesoftheappropriateNational
btitute ofHeath (seediscussionof ClinicalFieldTrials)
ti thenforw~ed totheRNPReviewCotitteewiththeirassessment,
TheapplicationisthentobesubmittedtotheNatio@ Advisory
CouncilonRegionalJledical~ogrms withtherecomndationofthe

a
ReviewCotittee~d, whereapp~priate,a statement&om the
NationalAdviso~buncilofthereviewingInstitute.

@. .
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B. Clinicalfieldtrialsare,Underspecificcircumstaces,appropriate
,,

II.

activitiesforRegionalMedicalPro~w andmy be ~ded aspart
of anoperation=grantunderSection904orasa ~ltiprogram
ServiceunderSection91U. ~ eithercasethetrialrest:. .

. hvolvetheapplicabilityofa scientificallyprovenmethod
oftiterventiontia diseaseprocessandutilizemthds the
scientificmrit ofw~ch isestablished;and

Be ~rectedtotheestablishmentof a systemofcooperative .“\
~ements tich willcontributetothe@rovementof
thehe~th careofthestudysubjects.

GrantsunderSection910forclficalfieldtrialswhichmeettheabove
criteria.aretobe l~ted tothe~ding ofa centralserviceessential
forthestudytitwoormoreRegions,whensuchserviceisrequested,md
themethodsof itsprovisionapprovedby theRe@on~ Medical~grams
tobe involvedtithe trials.

firesponsetotkrequestforrecommendationsfortheprel~
dispositionofthetwoproposalsforthestudyoftheClofibrate-
(#910-5,Cal~O~a Re@O~l MedicQRogrm ad #910-5A,University
of %uthernCalifornia),thesubcotitteeagreedthatneitheris
appropriateforsupportunderRegio~ IfledicdProgramssincethey
donotfulfilleitherofthecriteriarecommendedabove.

. me biolo~cd tivestigationofthe‘~chanismtobe studied
isnotyetsatisfactorilycompletedmd sufficientWomtion
isavailableto itiicatethatadditionalprimaryworkneeds
tobe doneonthepossibletoxicsideeffectsofthedrugitself.

. Neitheristirectedto- thetrialof a systemof cooperative
arrangementsto improvethecm of thepatienttivolved.

Mrs.Phillipsreviewtithestaffpro~essindevelop~ a systemof
anniversaryreviewandassessmntofoperationalRegionalMedic~Progrm.
ItwasrecalledthatattheMaymeetingtheCouncilhadsuggestedthat
staffpursuethedevelopmentofa mec~sm forthispurpose,wit~ the
legislativeandoperationalauthoritypresentedavailtile,

W. Roberthtionjconsultantto theRegionalMedicalPrograms,presented
a briefs~y oftheresultsofhisstudyoftheRMPreviewprocess
andM@ighted itsreferencetoa systemof aivers~ review.

Hissuggestionsinthisregardhavebeenpresentedto,anddiscussedat length
by,theReviewCG.titteewhomde antier of recommendations.hng these
isthefomtion ofa jointco~ttee ofmembersofthatgroupandthe
NationalAdvisoryCouncilto workwithstaffonthe~rtherdevelopmentand
~lementationofthisplan. me Comcilvotedun- uslytoacceptthe
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ReviewCotitteetsrecometiationsandtoenterintosucha joint
effort.~ctor Popmasuggestedthatthissamecommitteemight
addressitselftotherotterofNationalpriorities--notwhat
theyshotidbe,buthowtheymightbedecideduponandachieved.
hctor Olsonwillappointthemembersof ttisjointcotittee.

mere was~so ~ us a~eemnt thattheCouncilendorsethe
principles,bothofanniversaryreviewandofthedevelopnntof
a systemforincludinga facilitattigawa~ ineachRegioW Medic~
Programgrant.

A. HealthThpower,Recruitment,~in~, andContinui~
Mucation(con’t)

1. ReportoftheAsilom AlliedHealthConference

Mctor Olsonpresenteda briefs~y onthereportof the
Conferencemd presentedtherecommendationsmadetohimby
theConferencerepresentatives,TheCouncilendorsedthe
Nco-ndation of theconferenceconcerningtherepresentation
ofdli~ health~oups onreviewpanelsandnotedtheabsence .
of suchrepresentationontheCouncilitself. &

‘))~
.,

Theneedforanorganizedapproachtotheproblemsof allied
healthmpower, especiallythe~oups engagedinthedirect
deliveryofprtiry md secondarycare,wasdiscussed.It
wasagreedthatthemostappropriatefocusattheFeder~
levelfordevelopmentofsuchm approachiswithintheHealth
ServicesandMentalHeathAdministration.

TheCouncilrecomndedthatDoctorOlsonandRMPSt~e the
Wtiative ine~lortigwaysinwhicha conferencetightbe
heldtoidentifytheinterests,needs,andaspirationsof
thevarious~lied heath groupsmd theinstitutionsand
facilitiestheyrepresent;andto bringthemto~therwith
representativesofthe55Regio@ ItedicalPrograms,theNPS
staffandtheotherinterestedandconcernedunitsof~~.
DoctorPellegrhotivisedcautionh arr~gingsucha
conference“lestitgetsobigas todiluteour(~) concerns”
- suggestedthat‘itbeplmed uund theperceivedneeds
ofNW withothersinvitedtopmticipate.~

2. Identificationof‘iestabUshedHalliedhealthdisciplines.

Followingthesu~stion oftheCouncilattheI&ymeeting,
thestaffp~posedsome~her guidelinesfordevelopmentOf .

0 projectstotrainalliedheath personnel.
e:

me Councilreaffimeditspreviouspositionthatuseof
RegionalMedicdPro~am~ds fortheactualcnst~fifha~i~
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trainingandforstudentsupportbe limitedto ‘newly
developedteckologiesornewmod~itiesofdia~osismd
treatmentfory~hichno stti~ curriculmisyetrecognized
W nomim nation~standmdsforcertificationor licens~e
areyetestablished;andwhichisnotgener~lypartof the
regularoffertigsof thehealth-relatededucationalmd

“trainingsystemofhospitalsand/ortechnic~schools,junior
andseniorcolleges.~~s ~idelinewasmademre specificbytheCouncil~sdecisiontoacceptthestaff!srecomndation
thatanalliedhealthprofessionwillbeconsideredestablished
ifa Ward ofSchools,Americ~l!edicalAssociationCouncilon
MedicalMucation,hasbeensetup toapproveschools,deftie
standardsfora~ssion, curricul~require~ntsti certification
procedures.

Thethreedisciplinespresentedforspecificconsideration
were.~lation Therapy,NuclearMedictieTeckolo=,and
RadiationTherapyTechnoloo~d itwasa~ed thatal these
wouldfallintothegroupforw~ch basictratia support
wouldbe defied.

._ of Physici~Assistmts

Afterconsiderationoftheback~o~d materi~swhichwere
requestedbythemandprep-d andsubtittedbystaff,the
Councilagreedthatprojectsrelatingtothedevelopwntof
non-~fessio~ -power toassistphysicimsinthedirect
careofpatients(generalyrefe~d toas “physicim’s
assistmts~)— includingthedirectcostsof,providingtra-
ti student’support--maybeeligibleforfund= aspartof
Re@oM Medi~lProgr~.

fimakingthisrecomen~tion,theCouncilemphasizedthat
t~s actionimpliedno relativepriorityforprojectsof this
Mnd inthespect~ ofRegionalI@dicalProgr~activities,
northepriorityofoneapproachtothetraiti~asrelatedto
mother.

TheCouncildiscussionwasbasedonthematerialpresentedby
staffmd on itsacc~latede~erienceinrevie~ngRegioMl
Mdical %gr~ applicationswhichcontainCardiopu~nw
Resuscitationtraini%projects.

Therewasgeneralagree~nton theappropriatenessandv~ue
ofprojectstoprovidetraini~forselectdgroupsofpmfessioml
andalliedheath personnelinthetechniquesof cadiopu~o%
resuscitation,as componentsof Regio~llledical~ogr~, as
detefinedby thelevelofpriorityassignedto suchprojectsby

RegiontiIledicalProgr~ andtheirRegion~AdvisoWfiividualo Groups.

mey were,however,umble toarriveatanyconsensusasto the
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red valueof thea~st @imited extensionof suchtraining
progamsto non-medic~personnel,patiiculalywhenrelatingthe
costof suchtraining(indollars,facilities,andmpower) to the
presentlyl~ted ~ds availablefor~nts to carryoutthepurposes
of Publicbw 89–239(~ucation,Resemch,~aining,andDemonstrations
h theFieldsof EeartDisease,Cancer,Stroke,andRelatedDiseases).

In referencetotheeightapplicationcomponentsbeingheldinthe
reviewprocess(bytheiractioninI%y1969),theCounc~uthorized
thestaffto proceedwiththerecommendationsmadeon eachone
individually;but@osing theadditionalconditionthat,in the
caseof thoseto be approved,thefundingbe limitedto training
activitiesdirectedprincipallytomedicalad alliedhealthpersonnel
whoareemployedinhospitalsandotherin-patientfacilities,or
in out-patientandemrgencyfacilitiesoperatedby or directly
relatedto institutionsinwhichfollow-upcareis Mediately avtilable.

me membersvotedunanimouslythatthisactionndbe recofied
or construedas an officialpolicyor position~ theliational
Adviso~Counciland~questeda morethorou~studyby thestaff
as bac~om fora moredefinitivepolicystatementto be considered
at itsDecember1969meeting.

Roleof RegionalMedical~gams inMge ComplexMetmpolitm hew

“&causethediscussionpursuantto agendaitem~ (particularly
thereportof theAirlieHouseConference),relatedso closelyto
my of thecomplexproblemsraisedin this1lissuellpaper,the
Councildidnotdiscussit ~ther.

MedicalCommunicationsand~structionalP!edia- S~ Recommendations
andReporton theColoradoConference-hlorkshop

DoctorPelle~ino,whoattendedtheColoradomeeting,reported
briefly@ s~ized thesevertirecomenaations.me Councilwas
ti generala~eementon theneedforbetter~idelinesforapproving
requestsforpurchaseof.comunicationsHwarc of al kinds,ranging
fim systemsfortrastittalandinte~retationof ~hysiolo~icdata
to simpleaudio-visual

~ctor Olsonindicated
specificuseof e~rt
ti willreportto the

.-
aids.

hisintentionto ar~e forbettermd more
advicein thedevelopmentof suchguidelines
Councilon progressinthisregard.

,

I>,
.

$
. . .

-—...... ,.. d
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1/,..v.–
,...7 XI.,,..@NSD~TIONSOFAPPLICATIONS“

8/69.1- ~ject #13- Disapprovalwithadvicetoreviseandresubfit.

Nonewfundstobe amed.

~~IONAL~ICALP~WM

8/69.1- C~ettig Renewl- Approvaltithet~e andmunts as follows
withtheconditionsd recommendationsof thesitevisitorsandthe
ReviewCo~ttee (*exception)

01 02 03 04 05— — — —

#24(Core)* $ ;;;,::; $600,000 ;- -o- -&
#U & B 135,170 $133,822 -o- . -k
#2 72~140 75,140 81,140 -o- -o-
#4 g6,g80 -o- -o- -o- -o-
#5 U2,538 -o- -o- -o- -&
#6 87,g78 100,400 102,200 -o- -o-
#7A& B 50,430 -o- -o- -G -k
#12 10,877 -0- -o- -o- -o-
#13 5,200 5,200 5,200
#16 65,020 63,goo 65,goo $6;~~o0 $6~~~00

$~,242,82g $979,810 $388,262 $67,900 $69,900
* me reco~ndationconcerningthesupportofthecorewasarrivedat
prticipallyonthebasisofthefirst-bd reportoftheobservationsof
thesitevisitorswhosawpromiseof suchoutreach,particularlyby
representationonthecorestaff.Itwasagreedthatthiscotidnotbe
accomplishedwithoutprovisionforat leastsomenewstaffpositionsas
recomndedbythesitetisitors.At thesme time,however,itwas~so
agreedthattheshorterperiodofcotitment,asrecommendedby theReview
~tittee, would~low fora closerwatchon theregion’sprog~ssh this
regti.

I 8/6g.2 -NewOperationalmd CompetingRenewalofCore- Approval
h thettiemd munts as followswitnconditionsandrecommendations
ofthesitevisitorsandtheReviewCotittee(*exception)

@
All-rots a directcostsonlyandtiess otherwisespecifiedrefer
to 12-monthperiods.

(,,$
Thedesi~tion 01,02,etc.,relatetothefirst,second,etc.budget
neriodsof thesubjectapplication,notnecessmilythebudgetperi~s
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/“
.

#oo- core
#l
;:

#4
#5
#6*

“~ ~ Q“

$503,300 $503,300 -o-
Approved,inPrinciple,withno funds
$l;:,:;; $35,211 $35,211

112,000 120,000
56;895 74,307 84,118
50,000 50,000 -o-
Eferrd forfurther‘Councilstudy

$795,406 $774,818 $239,329
me Councilrecofi@its~tere~+ i. .m+nh4.m +h4. D._.__*_ -...

indeti~ withtheveryrealpr-----
peopleofthisstate,p~icularl~7~~
of American~dians,Mexican-~e..w-lu,JltibLmltiWUL-hGL-b,alu u~nersno~
mw beingwellserved.

. . ML Wa.GIUl& bil~bn~&uIl”sp~~ess
‘~hl~mofdeliveryofheath careto the
.-~ ..lewidelydispersedruralpopulation
bvican- m7.-nm+ T.ra_lrfi_- -.-2 -L,.–.-. ,

*~e m~cil bs request~furtherstaffstudyofC_iopuhnary
resuscitationtrq anddeferrtiactionon suchprojectspend~
furtherconsiderationby thestudy.

8/6g.l- Project#7,#8,and#9- me Council-ed withtheCommittee’s
tid~s andrecommendeddisapprovalwithadvicethattheprojectsbe
revisedandresubmitted.

Nonewfundsto beaw~ded.

_SAS ~GIOW~ICW P~RAM

8/6g.land8/6g.2- Operatio~lSupplements
and-unts andwithcofiitionsrecommended
md theReviewCtittee.

- Approvalinthetime
bythesitevisitors

01- $521,26g 02- $3g8,606 03-$314,534

8/6g.l- OperatiotiSupplement- Approvainthetime
as follows,tiththeconditionsandrecommendationsof
Cdttee (*exception)

01—
#oo- core
#7

537,913
365,681*

- #8 38,5oo
#g 143,4g2**

$1,085,586

*cowciliS concernedaboutthe

02 03— —

$560,444 $5:;,;;;
101,226
37,500 26;250
-o- -u

$ 6gg,170 $6gg,024

andamounts
theReview

useof large amountsof~ filn~q



Page15
●

forpurchaseof expensiveequipmentandothercostsofestablis~g
patientservicefacilities.Especiallybecauseofthel=ge ~unt
of radiationtherapy equipmenthewn to existintheSaint~uis yea
theCouncilwouldliketobereassurticoncerniwtheneedforthis
newtistallationin servingthepoorresidentsofthemediate mea ad
inteachingmd demnstratim~0~ radiationthera~~P~ctices.
@enditure of RMPdollarsintheequipmentcacegorY~S
untilsome~her detailsmd assur~cescm be sub~ttti‘d ‘eViewed

o--- --———- —. --, . .... ‘- tobe held

by theCouncil.

**Reco~izi&thevalidityoftheCotitteesqueStions~d reservations~
theCouncilagreedtoapprovea oneye= a- ofanmunt equalto
thatrequested,to enabletheRegiontopwsue thepld~ of sucha
projectpreparatomtothesubmissionof anotherproposalforits
operationalsupport.
DoctorPellegrinowasnotpresentduringthedeliberations.

8/6g.l- operatiotiSupplement- Approvalinthetimeandmunts and
tiththeconditionsrecommendedbythesitevisitorsandtheReview
-ttee.

@ 01-$1,477,000 02-$1,326,000 03-$1,372,000

:,,, Ms. ~ckoffwasnotpresentduringthedeliberations.
,,!

C~WYOM ~IOW~IC~ PR~W
.

8/69.1- operationdSupplement- ~oject12- Appmval‘n‘he‘me
@ mwts requestdwiththereco~~ationsoftheReviewCotittee.

01-$9,618 02-$6,390 03- $g,618

~ject 13- Disapproval.UseofRegionalMedicdProgramfunds
prohibited.

8/6g.l- ~eratioti Supplement-App~val inthet~~ ad ~Wts
as followswiththeconditio~recommend~bytheReviewComttee
(*exception)

01— 02— 03—

#14 $4,439 $13,317 $16,594

e #15* Reviseandresubmit(siteVisit)
#16 Defeti fora sitevisit

$ ~ #17 . Deferralfora sitevisit

“— a –,-----.~----.<-td+fiPid +n the mittenaDDlicatiOn,
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nocotitmentonthepartoftheChildren’sHospitalofDenver 4.1
toreachtitoco- tyaspm oft~s proposalto strengthen
itsownprogram.mere isnoquestionofthequ~ityofthe
tistittitionanditspersonnel,norof thev~ue ofthepresent
progr~as presented.A retisionisencouraged,

8/6g.l-OperationalWpplement- Appmv~ inthethe md amounts,
- withtheconditionsandrecommendationsoftheReviewCotittee.

01 02— —
‘\

Core $650,000 .,,

#22 51,6go $48;;;5
#23 DisapprovalWth tivicetoresubmit
#24 Di~pprovdwithadvicetoresubtit
#25 Disapprov~-useof~ fundspro~ited
#26* j Disapprovti-useof~ Ws prohibited
#27~ Disapprovti-useof~ fundsprohibited

* Althou@theCO~Cilpersistsin its~willi~ess to furthersPecifY
itspresentpolicyguidelinesonexpenditureofgrmt fundsfor
equipment,therewasgeneralagreementthateachofthesetwoprojects
hasas itspr~y objectivetheestablis~entofa servicefacility
foroneinstitutionanddoesnotincludea satisfactoryplanfor
teac~, patientdemonstrationsand/orextensionof servicestoa
poptiationmt nowwellserved.me Councilrecomndedthatinthe
contextoftheseprojectsthepurchaseof equipment(andtherebythe
projectsthemselves)be disapproved.

,,.%

t.
.,! ,;

,.

8/6g.l- operationalSupplement- Appmvd inthethe andamomts
andwiththeconditionsrecommendedbythesitevisitorsandReview
Cotittee.

01- $680,8g7 02-$460,511 03- $456,g72

8/69.1- @eratio@ Supplement- Disapprovaloftheprojectinthe
presentfore,withadvicetoreviseandresubmit.

No newfundstobea-cd.

~~OIS ~IONAL~ICAL PROGWY
-,,

8/69.1- Initialoperationalandrenewalofcore- Approvalinthe t..’,
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timeandmunts as followswiththeconditionsandrecomndations
of thesitevisitorsandReviewCotittee(*exception)

01 ,= 03— —

Core $6S9,415“ $674,637 $ -k—,
#l* Disappnvd - Useof ~ fundsprohibited.
#2 $39,556 -o- -o-

15,000 3,000
;; 30,000 45,000

$723,971 $712,637
~j ects

$l;;:;:; $l$;,;:;
:: $19;::90
#j** Disapprovalinpresentform
#4
#5
#6
#7
#8

lo4,g50 103,000
24,3oo 25,170
33,790 34,557
141,255 138,628
71,460 61,553

$611,106 $578j641

$1,335,077$1,2gl,278

*~e ~~cil conc~r~withthesitevisitors
contractnotbeUndertwenwith~ fundsbut
negotiatewiththe1~ coresttifto arr~e

-o-
26,0g2

14;:F25

$361,707

$361,707.

inrecommendingthatthe
s~ested thatR@S staff
for~dim forthe

orderlycompletionof theaspectsof thest~dy~readyb~gun. me Council
furthersu~estedthatinthefutme activitesof t~s kindbe considered
as projectsandsubmitted,as such,throughtheRegionalreviewprocess.

**~ t~ basisof thefirstM observationsof thesitevisitors~d
thejudgementof thectiiovascularpanel,Councilrecommendeddisapproval
withtheadviceof bothgroupsto be conveyedto theRegion.

8/6g.l- OperationalWpplemnt - Project#14- Approvalinthe and
-unt requestedwiththerecometiationsof the

01- $27,4g7 02- $2g,064 03-

~,,

ReviewCo@ttee.

$30,026

.- .

,,

. .
,—
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8/69.1- IfitialOperational- (projects only) - Approv~ ~ the
th andamountandwiththeconditionsrecommendedbythesite
visitorsandReviewCotittee,

..,--/- 01- $273,glo 02’-$216,188 03-$131,701

“\.

e

o

Doctor~eristwasnotpresentduringthedeliberations.

8/6g.l- OperatiotiSupplement- Appmv~ inthetti andmunts
as followswiththeconditionsandrecommendationsof theReview
Ctittee (*exceptions)

01 02— —

#n* Returnforrevisionand
#12*~ Disapproval,useof~
#13~* Disappmvd,useof~
#14 $75,422 $99,516

$75,422 $99,516

03—

clarification
fundspro~bited
fundsprohibited

$g8,722

$98,722

*~e Comcile~ress~ titerestintheprojectanditspotentialfOr
@roving healthc~e deliverywdfeltthatit couldberevised
somewhatandmoreclearlyspelledoutforsatisfactoryreviewand D
wsessment.

**Althou@the~~cil persistsh its’~Willti~esstofurtherSpeCify
itspresentpolicyguidelinesonexpenditureofgrant~ds for
equipment,therewasgeneralagreementthateachofthesetwoprojects
hs as itsprm objectivetheestablishmentofa servicefaCilitY .
foroneinstitutionanddoesnotticludea satisfactoryplanfor
teaching,patientdemonstrationsred/orextensionof servicestoa
popuhtionnotnowwellserved.me Councilrecommendedthatinthe
contetioftheseprojectsthepurchaseofequipment(andtherebythe
projectsthemselves)bedisapproved.

Wm~GIONUl~ICm PR~~

8/69.1- ~eration~ ~pplement- Approvalinthetimeandinmunts
notto exceedthefollowing,withtheconditionsmd recommendations
of theReviewCommittee(*exception)

01—

#19 $1;;,;;;
#22

~ese twoproject;are
fromthepresenttotal

02— 03—

$ g8,2g2 $ g8,388
63,28g 65,012

tobecofiinedina s@le budgetreduced
ofthetwo. e)..
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01 02 03— — —

#20 Disapproval’inthisform,adviseto resubmit
#21* Disapproval- useof ~ fundsprohibited
#23 Disapproval- useof RMPfundsprohibited

$188,969 $161,851 $163,400

*~e Comcil ageed withtheCotittee
activityandindoingso feltthatit
m acceptable~ project.

_~S MGIONAL~ICW PROGWY

on theshortcomingsof the
couldnotbe salvagedas

8/6g.land8/6g.2- Renewalof Cored SupplementalOperationd
Projects- Approvalinthetimemd amountandwiththeconditions
recommendedbyReviewCotittee.

01-$1,190,805 02-$1,103,703 03-$554,823
DoctorCannonwasnotpresentduringthedeliberations.

mOPOL~AND. C. MGIOw ~IC~ PR~WW

8/6g.l- @ eration~Supplement- Deferralof theenttieapplication,
as recommendedby theReviewCo@ttee, forfurtherdevelopmentof the
projects,sitevisit,andresubmission-totheCotitteemd Council.

5/6g.l- (SpecialActionby AugustCouncil)- me Councila~eed with
thestaff’sdecisionto delayMing of thisprojectuntila
qualifiddirectorisrecruitedandapprovedby thesitevisitorsto
whomtheoriginaldecisionws delegated.

Afterre-studyingtheproject,theCouncilfurtherrecommendedthat
theW contributionto theacquisitionof fixedequipmentbe limitd
to notmre t~ halfof the‘totalequipmntbuwet of thefacility:
theportionbeingrou@y equivalent-to-the~~t of useof thee~fiipment
forteachingad demonstration. !i
Mrs.~honey wasnotpresentdiningthedeliberations.

8/69.1- Renewalmd newoperatio~ projects- Approval“inthetime
~ -Unts as followsandwiththeconditionsW recomfitions Of
thesitevisitorsandtheReviewCotittee(*exceptions)-’b

01 02 03— — —

$~~ #13 . Specialreview- no newdollarsrequested
#15R $64,840 $68,025 -o-

. . . .



Page.20
/’/

. 01— 02— 03— @
,.

-,..–
#23 $40,000 $40,000
#24* ~sapprovd- Useof~ fundsprohibited

*
$104,84o $108,025

*~e COUnCiIhasrecomndedapolicywhichprecludestheuseof~ ~ds
--—-forbasictrd~ in certtiestablishedalliedheath fields,ticluding

nucle~mtictietechnolo~(seeSectionX A2 ofmutes).
..\

‘..,... bctor &ennanwasnotpresentduringthedeliberations.

8/69.1- Supple~ntalOperatiotiProjects- ~oject#43- Appnv~,”as
reco~nded byReviewCo@ttee, inthet~ andmunt requested.

Project#47- Deferr~for~her considerationdurtigtheupcotigsitevisit.

Wojects#44& #45- ~sapprovd tithetipresentfem.

01- $73,080’ 02-$77,265 03- $81,g86

8/69.1- SupplemntdOperationalProjects- Approv~inthet-
@ munts andwiththeconditionsrecowndedby theReviewCo~ttee.

01-$214,320 02-$186,578 03-$196,575

~ctor Popm wasnotpresentdur~ thedeliberations.

8/6g.l- ~tial operatioti(projectsofly)- Approv~h thet~ and
-rots andwiththeconditionsrecomndedbythesitevisitorsandReview
Cotittee.

01-$1,017,632 02-$1,017,632 03-$1,017,632

me buncilreminsuncertainastored involvementof SouthRota tithis
progrm,whichseem tobeprincipallya carefullyb~wced arrange~nt
betweenthetwoNebrasbcenters.me staffisdirectedtodiscussthiswith
theRegionalrepresentatives~ negotiatingtheaward,e~hasizingtheneed
forred progrmoutreach- nots~ly representationonvariousplting and
executiveCotittees.

o
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69..1 - ~~plemnt to operati~nalcore- Approvalh thethe @
amountrequestedtiththecontingencyrecommendedbytheReview
Co@ttee.

&v
c

01- $184,276) 02-$205,700 03-$134,677 “
- ,fh-----
W“~+” M yo~ m~~~~ ~~o~ ~~~fi p~~~

01

.,

8/69.1- ~tial operatiomlad renew of core- Approvalinthe
tti ad ~ountsandtiththeconditionsrecommendedbythesite
visitors~ theReviewCotittee.

01 Q2 03—.—
Core $1,060,454$l,082,78g$l,;~;,;;;
~jects 602,027 570,999 >

$1,662,481$1,653,788$1,606,574

tiecialAction:me Councilconsidereda s~eci~reauestfromthe
Regionforfundstoparticipateh thepl~ng oftieNewYork
Health@ HospitalsCorporation,~ey recomendedthatitbe
retmed forfurtherconsideration;thata delegationof Council,
C~ttee ~ staffvisittheRegionto assesstheprogressofthe
newCorporation- theRegionts~ticipationinitsgoals;and
thatthisora revisalapplicationbe submittedthroughregular
reviewchannels,bothlocalmd national.

me Counciltiher recommendedthattheRegion
beauthorizedto rebudgetcurrentlyavailablepl@ng fundsto
allowstafftobeassi~edtothepl~ng asdeemedappropriate
bythem.

8/69.1- Revisedsupplementaloperatiotiproject- (#15R)
M thettieandamountandtiththeconditions
ReviewCotittee.

recomendd
- Approval
bythe

01-$183,321 02- $16g,662 03-$114,220

8/69.1- ~itialoperationalandrenewalof core- Approv~inthetime

I M munts andwiththeconditionsrecomendmby thesitevisitors
- theReviewCofittee:andtiththeaddedcontimencvthatno funds
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@

budgetedfor“in-StateConstitantsf’bepaidtomembersofthe
PlanningCotitteemd otherCotitteesforthetiservicesas
membersof those~oups.

-....,
01 ● 02— — 03—

Core*
~ojects

$2;;,:;; $255,942 $255,942
3 54,741 -o-

$314,816 $310,683 $255,942
*@re bu~ettobenegotiat~downwardby eliminationOfonecontract
studyas specifiedbythesitevisitorsandReviewCotittee.

8/69.1- ~pplemental@erational~ject (#14)- me counciIrecome~~
approvalofthlsprojectin hetimeandmunts requestedad,
recognizingthepotentialproblemsnotedbytheReviewCotittee,
suggestedthatthesebepointedouttotheRegionalongwithadvice
on furtherpl- andcarefuldevelopmentofprojectsas anapproach
to @roving healthcaredeliveryina cotity awayfroma medical
center.

01- $3g,o18 02-$38,521 03-$40,050

8/69.1- Wpplementaloperatiomlproject(#19)-Disapp~valwith
advisetoreviseas su~esttibytheReviewCotitteemd resubmit.

TheCouncilquestionedthe intrinsicvalueofa projectof this
tid butwotidbewillingto considera revisionwhichisacceptable
totheReviewComttee.

M newfundstobea-cd.

8/69.2- SupplementalOpemtioml projects _ Approval in the the ~

amounts ti withtheconditionsrecomenddbythesitevisitors.

01— 02— ~. 04 05
#llBWAZ-,$,=KU6$74,840

— —
$l;:,;;;#12&&~*ti~2,i%Ilo,ooo

$117::15
$ -& $ -G

9 $60,000 40,000
$184,840 $207,95g $117,615 $60,000$40,000

CAROL~mIO~~lC~ PR@w

8/6g.l- &pplemntaloperatiomlprojectsmd renewl of core - App~v~
J
.,.
.)in thetimemd munts andWth theconditionsrecomend~by theReview
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@
Cotittee.

01-$554,693 02-$591,590 03-$622,727

e,----

8/69.1- SupplementalOperatioml~ojects- App~valfor oneYe=
fltiywiththeconditionsd recommendationsofthesitevisitors
andReviewCotittee,as follows:

01— 02—

#42 Disappmvd,useof~ grmt fundsprohibited
#43@ $150,000 -o- -o-
#45 Withdrawn

$150,000 -o- -&

%~e Cowcil cone~~ ~th t~ sitevisitors@ Review Cohttee
invietingthisactivityasa pl-ng studyratherthanan operational
projectandrecommendedthata co~tment forfundingbeyondthe
plx phasewouldbe~ppmpriate. TheCouncilhasrequested
st~”fpresentationon libraryprojectsin~s inorderto consider
“apositiononappropriateRm participationinlibraryactivities
generally.

+r L/i.?&[;u&h;.& /~~dPJ-

~-STA~~IOW~IC~ P~M +6 w[~.~y~.,y”a qf65’/

-8/6g.l- SupplementalOperatioti~jects - Approvalinthe,~~e-..
md ~unts andwiththeconditionsrecomended-bytheReviewCotittee.
TheCouncilnotedthatthecontingencyontheapprov~ofproject#5
~ bjen--wt-=~torilymet.

ol&5# o2-$125~411 03-$50,872

8/69.1- RenewalofOperatiotiProject(#19R)- Approv~inthettie
md amountsandwiththeconditionsrecommendedbytheReviewCotittee.
TheCouncilstrengthentherecommendationto.theextentthatthe
Regionbe infomedthata requestforfurtherrenewalof~ supportof
t~s studywculdnotbe considered.

ol_ $74,577(14months)
Mctor Hognesswasnotpresentduringthedeliberations.

8/6g.l- Initialoperationalm.drenewalof core- Approvalinthetime
andamountsas followswiththeco~itionsandrecommendationsofthe



sitevisitorsmd ReviewCotittee(*exceptions)

o 01— 02 ~—

$384,661 $467,713 $555,953+ 17,000(~lm ofprojeet#3)

... Core

#4
#5
#6*
#7

30,963
DimppmvaIinpresentfom
Disapprovalinpresentfom - ~her pl~% by
corestaff
26,716 15,054
31,400

Approvedwithoutfunds
Disapproval- useof~ fundsprohibited

$490,740 $!82,767 $555,953
*~e Co~cilis~ress~ tiththeneedformd appropriatenessof
at leasta fewstudiesofthekfi proposedhere. ~ey agreetiththe’reservationsexpressedbypreviousreviewersreg~i~ the
projectasproposed,however,&recomendthattheRegionbe encour~ed
to su~t a revisedti moredetailedpropos~forconsiderationby
stafffor~ding underthedelegatedauthority.

Councilnotedthata comication tim theNationalfistituteof

e NeurologicalDisease@ Strokehasservedtomeetthecontingency
@osed onapprovalofproject#5.

“3
.,

8/69.1- Supplementaloperatiotiprojects- ~ject #11- Defer
forfurtherstudyby Council.&sed ontheobviousuncerttinity
onthepartoftheReviewCo~ttee aswellasamongitsownmembers
reg~ing theappropriatenessofNW fundingofgeneticsstudies,the
Councilrequeststhatstaffobtainan opinion&om theNationalHeart
bstituteorotherNM scientistson thedfiectusefulnessofgenetic
studiesinthecareofpatients.

Woject#12- Disapprov~.me Councilagreedgener~lywithtihe
recommendationof theReviewCotittee,butexpressedstrong
reservationsregatiingthepotentialof thisprojectas everhaving
highpriorityas an~ activity.

Nonewfundstobeawarded.

DoctorRothwasnotpresentduringthedeliberations.

@
3
. .,
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8/69.1- Renewal~d supplementaloperationalprojects- Approval
inthetti and~unts as followswiththeconditions~d
recmtiations oftheReviewCotittee.

01 ~ 02 03— — —

#3s
#5A
#5B
#5c
#5D
“:;;

::;~

#17

Di~ppmval - useof~ Ms prohibited
$ :;:~;; $ 16,goo.

19,020 $li;z20
20,500 20,500 15,500

Disapprov~- tithadvicetoresubtit
Disapprov~- tithadvicetoresubtit. Disapproval- useof~ ~ds prohibited
DeferralforfurtherstudybyCouncil
16,g50 16,525
loo,58g .llg,613 6~~oo

$176,059 $192,558 $g8,120

*W Comcil~co@z~ themeritoftheproject,aspotitedOutby
theReviewCo@ttee md otherexpertreviewers.‘Itwastheconsensus
howeverthatapprovalof sucha projectat t~s ttienotbe tikeep=
tiththepresentpolicy~ideltieandwouldcreatea precedentwtich,
if followedby otherRegions,couldobscWethepositionoftheCouncil
(andprobablyofm) indevelopm a reasonablefund~ resource
forreti diseaseprow=. (&e =ction~ -mtes).

Doctor~eri wasnotpresentdur~ thedeliberations.

.
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The.meet- wasadjoinedat 2:00onAugust27,1969.
-----

‘\....

e

e

*

,-

1 herebycertifythat,to the
bestofmy bowledgethefore-
@@ tites am accurateand

/ co~lete.

.%-mL
StanleyW.Olson,M.D.
Director

3Regio~lMedical~grams SeNice ~

Tefiofthestatementsand
additiom mteri~s which
weredistributedatthemeeting
We availableintheOffice
of theCouncilSecretmy.
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AHANCE AT~ NATIOW ADWSORYCOWCE m~G

August26-27,lg6g......
●

Dr.hnald R. C~wick, DeputyDirector,DRMP
~ss CeciliaConrath,Chief,ContinuingEducation& Tram Branch
Dr.~ster Evans,SpecialConsultanttotheDirector
Dr.~ ~x, Chief,He~t Disease& %roke ControlPro=
~. ~wati ~iedlander,AssistantDtiectorforCoaications &
PublicMormation
~. Ctiles~lsenroth,AssistmtDtiectorforManagement
Mr.RobertJones,Chief,Pro-s Assistance~anch
~. Robertbwton,ConsultanttoRMPS
~. GregoryLetis,Chief,@ants ManagementBranch
Dr.fic~ ~egold, AssociateDirectorforRMPOperations& Development
Mr.RolandPeterson;AssistantDtiectorforPlanning& ~aluation
~s. MarthaPMllips,AssociateDirectorforGrant& ContractPolicy
Dr.MloslavRechcigl,SpecialAssistantto theDtiector
Dr.WilliamROSs,Chief,CancerControl~~am
Ms. JudySilsbee,AssistantDtiectorforGrantsReview
Dr.CharlesSisk,ActingChief,ArthritisSection
E. Wgaret Sloan,AssociateDkctor forOrganization@Liaison

Ann~u~, Mtioti LibraryofMdicine
CtilesRosenberg,VeteransAdministration
CWles Rosenberger,Natio@ Cancerktitute
RalphSloat,NationalCenterforHealthServices& Rese~ch& Development
RoyWilson,@ _ty HealthService
WillimJ. Zukel,NationalHem ~stitute

,.
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NATIONALAD~TISORYCOUNC~ON
~IONAL M~ICALPROGW’~B

. .
B~, mchaelJ.,M.D.(?2~)-;
esident,MichiganCancerFo-hation
11JohnR Street .,,
troit,~chigan 48201... ..

~fessor ofMedicine
*

WayneStateUniversity

CANNON,BlandW.,M.D.(69) ‘.
910MadisonAvenue
Memphis,Tennessee38103

Divisionof Neurosurgery. .
Universityof Tennessee
Wllegeof Medicine

CROSBY,~win L.,M.D.(71)
D@ctor
AmericanHospitalAssociation
Chicago,Illinois60611

~, AnthonyR.,M.D.(69)
ProfessorandHead
Departmentof Surgery .
University.ofWisconsin
~son, Wisconsin537o6

e
,MichaelE.,M.D..(72)

esidentandChiefExecutiveOfficer
Mylor CollegeofMedicine
~~ston,Tex=s77025

Professor@ Chaim
Departmentof ~gery
CollegeofMedictie

-~, BruceIJ.,M.D.(71)
ChiefofPediatrics
-en Clitic
709tiuthViem Street
WstOn,buisiana71~70

Uk.SS. JohnR.,M.D.(70)
MecutiveVicePresident
UniversityofWashington
301AdministrationBldg.
Seattle,WasWgton 98105

MAHONEY,Mrs.FlorenceS. (69)
3600ProspectAvenue,N.W.
Washtigton,D.C. 2ooo7

,~1~, ClarkH.,M.D.(72)
bnsultantinNeurolo~
MayoClinic
Rochester,~nnesota 55902

P~G~NO, -d D.,M.D.(70)
Vice~esidentfortheHealth
%iencesandDirectoroftheCt

.StateUniversityofNewYork
StonyBrook,NewYork 11790

~PMA,AlfredM.,M.D.(70)
Re@onalDirector
Re@oW MedicalProgrm
525WestJeffersonStreet
Boise,Idaho 837o2

-, RussellB.,M.D.(69)
40 West41stStreet
Wie, Pemsylvtia 16508

——

ViceSpeakerof theHouseof
Delegates’oftheAmerican
MeMcalAssociation

SHANHOLTZ,Mack1.,M.D.(70)
StateHealthCodssioner
Sate Departmentof Health
~chond, Virginia23219

_N;’~. ~tis (71)
UnitedRubber,Cork,Linoleum,
andPlasticWorke~sofMerica
87S.~~h Street
Akron,Ohio 443o8

—— —--
Dfiector
.PensionandMsuranceDepartmen

WYCKOFF,Mrs.Florence(72)
243Cofi~.itosRoad
~tsonville,Cali~ornia95076

cHAm

9
Dr.JosephT.English
Atinistrator
HealthServicesatiMental

. . HealthAWnistration
9000RockvillePike. . . -. ----1.


